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Hurricane Sandy Won't Bring a Mold Epidemic 


The paranoia about mold being left behind by the floods is unwarranted. 
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In the resource-challenged world, the response to natural disasters progresses in predictable 
stages. First is the horror of the event—the earthquake, hurricane, or tsunami. Next comes a 
genuine outpouring of generosity worldwide. Third is the televisionization of the event with 
cameras galore, inside stories about small acts of bravery, harrowing rescues, heartbreaking 
loss; it is without question the best reality TV around (and unlike reality TV, it’s real). Then 
finally comes the sudden shivering neglect as people change the channel, even while locals 
die of dehydration or diarrhea or crush injuries. The public (not the victims) somehow 


determines it has reached “closure” and moves on to the next big event. 





Here in the land of adequate resources, we go through the same first three steps of horror, 


help, and TV, but we have a different fourth act—one that hews to the sanctity of the 
American free-enterprise system. Our final step is not neglect—we can afford to fix things, as 
Sandy once again attests. No, our last act consists of a familiar parade of characters 
seemingly just loosed from the circus. Hawkers and hucksters, mountebanks and sleazeballs, 
each looking to spin the fresh tragedy into spools of gold (reserved for personal use). They 
are ready to show us how to slice and dice without tears, to julienne without bloody knuckles, 


to drill holes without a drill, to glue without slippage. 
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The lead example in the Sandy saga is the predictable appearance of teams of mold abaters: 
here and here for starters. Yes, mold—that slimy, amorphous crud that shows up when things 
get damp. You have some in your shower right now, I promise. The mediation experts 
already know the territory because of a controversial condition referred to as sick-house 
syndrome, purported to be the result of molds hidden in the house that elaborate dangerous 
toxins for those living there. The post-Sandy pros have arrived in their trucks with their cards 
and grim expressions, convincing, as best they can, the still-staggering locals to believe they 
have a problem they didn’t even know about. A problem that just might be worse than Sandy 
itself. 


And right now they don’t have to push particularly hard. After all, before Sandy dominated 
the headlines, there were already headlines about fungal meningitis due to a mold called 
Exserohilum. In fact, when the FDA went into the infamous New England Compounding 
Center, the pharmacy linked to contaminated steroids that have killed more than two dozen 
people, and cultured the equipment, they found several different types of mold and other 
fungi. It was everywhere. The place was grossly contaminated by lots of living things— 
including the mold that ended up in the many patients tragically harmed by the outbreak. 


But there is a substantial difference between the mold found in the spines of the 404 poor 
souls affected thus far and the mold that many people have in their walls, books, and carpets, 
the type that thrives in moisture and post-Sandy conditions. And it’s not the species of mold, 
either—that doesn’t matter at all, really. It’s where the mold is, anatomically. You could 
inhale Exserohilum all day long (in fact you may well be doing this), you could drink it, you 
could rub it onto your skin, and not be harmed. Consider this: people at NECC didn’t get sick, 
though we now know the place was crawling with mold. Nor did the doctor injecting the stuff 


or the other people in the room as the medical procedure was taking place. 


No, to get sick, you had to have a large amount of the fungus injected directly into a small 
area of the back with a poor blood supply—the poor blood supply, which is advantageous to 
provide a depot for medications that won’t wash away quickly, is a disaster if an infectious 
microbe enters the space. Without a blood supply, there is an extremely limited capacity for 


the body to respond with a healing inflammatory response. Beyond those with anatomic 


inoculation, the only other persons at risk are those with immune systems severely 
compromised by such medical interventions as bone-marrow transplants. For completeness, 
one must also consider the large group of people—the hay-fever crowd—who are allergic to 


mold. Some are so reactive to mold that they develop asthma, though it’s cockroaches, not 





molds, that are driving the current epidemic of inner-city asthma in children. 


In a fact-based society, the lessons of the fungal-meningitis outbreak would be used to quiet 
concern about any health risks due to the moldiness sure to follow Sandy. But as Ronald 
Reagan’s most famous Freudian slip has it, facts are stupid things. I suspect that rather than 
assurance, we will enter the Mold Wars era, where these slimy, villainous-looking microbes 
will take over for the more general “germ” as the object of public fascination and censure. In 
this role, however, they surely are miscast—now there’s a problem the Gipper could 


understand. 
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Trump Aides Respond to His Latest Conspiracy Tweets: ‘FML. 


As in, ‘f*ck my life. 


LACHLAN MARKAY, SPENCER ACKERMAN 06.22.17 3:49 PM ET 
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After a cascading series of controversies created in large part by Donald Trump’s Twitter 
account, the president took to his preferred medium again on Thursday to float another 


conspiracy theory: the Oval Office itself could be under surveillance. 


Trump ended speculation on Thursday about whether he had installed a recording device in 
the Oval Office and made “tapes” of his conversations with former FBI director James 
Comey, a possibility he first raised in another tweet in early May. “I did not make, and do not 


have, any such recordings,” he wrote. 
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But then, unprompted, he floated another possibility: U.S. intelligence or law enforcement 
officials might have his office bugged. “With all of the recently reported electronic 
surveillance, intercepts, unmasking and illegal leaking of information, I have no idea whether 


there are ‘tapes’ or recordings of my conversations with James Comey,” Trump wrote. 


It was a bizarre suggestion that took some in the White House off guard. “No clue what the 
thinking was,” a White House staffer said of the tweets. “He could’ve just said there are no 


tapes. It’s baffling, frankly.” 


Instead of putting the “tape” issue to rest and leave it at that, Trump’s statements threaten to 
embroil the White House in yet another round of politically inconvenient questioning about 
issues—Comey’s firing, the FBI’s probe into Russian election-meddling, and Trump’s 


reported efforts to hobble it—that the White House has tried, with little success, to move 
past. 





Informed of the president’s denial that he had recorded his conversations with Comey, a 
senior administration official replied, “At least that’s behind us.” When alerted to his 


apparent suspicions of Oval Office surveillance, the official replied in a text message, “fml.” 
That’s shorthand for “fuck my life.” 


Trump’s tweets came just minutes before White House spokeswoman Sarah Sanders was 
scheduled to brief reporters. Asked about Trump’s vague allegations of a potential wiretap, 
Sanders suggested that law enforcement authorities would have to answer whether they have 


the President of the United States under surveillance. 


“T think those are questions you'd have to ask those law enforcement agencies,” Sanders said 
when asked if the president suspected he was being monitored by the CIA, the FBI, or 
another agency. “There’s public record that talks about surveillance, that talks about 


unmasking, we know those practices take place.” 


“T don’t know specifically if there’s a direct concern” about Oval Office surveillance, Sanders 


said. Questions “about specific instances” should be directed to the relevant agencies. 


But Sanders also offered a clue about what the motivations for Trump’s tweet might have 


9 ce 


been. Asked on Thursday if Trump’s “tapes” tweet was an effort to get Comey to “tell the 


truth” about their conversations, Sanders said it “was more about raising the question of 


doubt in general.” She then ended the press briefing before any followup questions could be 
asked. 


The White House feels that Trump’s Thursday statements should put the issue to rest. "The 
president’s statement via Twitter today is extremely clear. I don’t have anything to add,” 
Sanders told reporters. But if Trump thought he put his White House tapes controversy to 


rest, his congressional inquisitors were decidedly unsatisfied. 
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On June 9, the House intelligence committee requested that Trump’s White House lawyer, 


Don McGahn, confirm the existence of any Comey-related tapes and turn over to the 


committee’s inquiry into Russian election hacking by June 23 — this Friday. 


On Thursday, the panel’s top Democrat, Adam Schiff, said Trump’s team still owed the 
committee a formal written response as to the existence or nonexistence of the tapes, and 


said he would seek confirmation from unnamed “other witnesses” for a truthful answer. 


“Tf the President's statement is accurate, it of course raises as many questions as it answers, 
the most significant being: If the President had no tapes, why did he suggest otherwise? Did 
he seek to mislead the public? Was he trying to intimidate or silence James Comey? And if 

so, did he take other steps to discourage potential witnesses from speaking out?” Schiff said 


in a statement. 


But even critics of Trump say the witness-tampering allegation is unlikely to fly — at least, not 


in a courtroom. 


“The president’s tweet was not witness tampering,” said former federal prosecutor Renato 


Mariotti. 


“No reasonable prosecutor would charge someone for trying to influence someone to tell the 
truth through mere non-threatening words. No juror would believe that the FBI director 


could be intimidated by a tweet like that, anyway.” 


Independent efforts to determine if any White House tapes existence will be difficult. The 
White House itself is exempt from the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). The Secret 
Service, which is not, told the Wall Street Journal earlier this month that it possessed no 
such tapes, but couldn’t rule out others possessing them. The Daily Beast has FOIA’d 
multiple federal agencies to determine if, among other things, tapes from the White House 
exist concerning Trump’s disclosure of classified information to Russia about ISIS. The Daily 


Beast intends to file an imminent lawsuit to get an answer. 


Like a number of other recent controversies involving the White House’s treatment of the 
FBI probe into alleged Russian election-meddling, that line of inquiry would be directly 
traceable to Trump’s twitter account, where the president's public statements have 


repeatedly resulted in politically and legally problematic developments for the White House. 


Trump’s initial tweet about potential “tapes” of his conversations with Comey spurred the 
former FBI director, he told Congress, to share details of those conversations with a friend 


who then sent the information to reporters. 


The resulting reporting on those conversations was politically disastrous for the president. 
Comey recalled being asked to pledge loyalty to the president and pressured to ease up on an 


investigation into former National Security Adviser Michael Flynn. 


Had Trump not threatened Comey with the prospect of “tapes” of their conversations, Comey 
might not have leaked details of his memos. If those details hadn’t become public, the Justice 
Department might not have been pressured to appoint a special counsel. And without that 
special counsel, former FBI director Robert Mueller, news that Trump himself is personally 


under investigation might have been kept under wraps. 


With Mueller leading the Russia investigation, Trump again plotted ways to ensure that it 
would be resolved in his favor. He began floating the possibility of firing Mueller, a move that 
his advisers strenuously opposed, but that nonetheless received public attention when 


floated on television by Newsmax CEO Christopher Ruddy, a friend of the president’s. 


Just days after Ruddy suggested that firing Mueller was a possibility, news leaked that 
Trump was personally under investigation for potentially obstructing justice by firing Comey 


—news that the president appeared to confirm, once again on Twitter, before his legal team 


attempted to walk it back. 


Officials at the time saw that leak as a direct result of threats to fire the special counsel. 
“Whoever leaked [news of the obstruction investigation] was obviously reading that he was 
thinking about giving Mueller the boot,” a senior administration official told The Daily Beast 
at the time. Trump “shot himself in the foot again with this cockamamie scheme to get 


Mueller to play ball.” 


Now the concern is that the White House’s vague suggestions about potential Oval Office 
surveillance by a U.S. law enforcement agency will backfire in a similar manner. At the very 
least, officials suggested, it will keep attention on the precise issues that the White House is 


trying to avoid. 


“T hope Sarah enjoyed herself today,” said a second senior administration official, referring to 


Sanders, “because this isn’t going away.” 


